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A Reconciling LETTER, upon the late Differences about Convocational Rights 
and Proceedings, as manag'd by thoſe who have maintain'd the Liberties 


of the Lower Grey: 


$1R, 


HE Callof anew Parliament, which of Courſe 

brings with it a new Convocation, has put us 

to ſome Trouble in this Dioceſe abour eletting 

of Proftors. Time was, when our ordinary Brethren 
declig'd:the. Honour, becauſe they were afraid of the 
Expence of it. We were then glad to devv!ve the Ot- 
fice upog rwo of the richer Clergy, who keeping ref1- 
dent Curates, might be the berter ſpar'd trom ti.eir 
reſpe&ive Churches; and who having ſome other Call 
to your Town, made their Attendance ar St, Pauls or 
Weſtminſter lighrer and more convenient tw them. Bur 
Times or Humours are a little chang'd, and we 
ſeem now to have as much Canvaſing ( they ca!l ic 3 tor 
Members of Convocation as for thoſe of Par'iament : 
and by degrees, I am afraid we ſtall run into more 
Corruption than can pony obtain in little Boroughs. 
For Ithink the Law of reſtraining Abuſes does not 


yer extend to cur Convocarional Eleftions ; nor is it 
yer any Bribery for a rich ſociable Clergy-Man to make 
much of his poorer Brethren. 

Iwas conſidering the Reaſons of this Alteration, and 
© I perceive it owing to ſome learned Diſcoveries of 
Dr. A. and one or two more ; that though we have 
” ſlept over our Privileges for near forry Yeats, yet 'tis 


now time to awake and retrieve them. . For 'ris plain, 
that the Lower Clergy ought to be always called 
to Parliament; that ſuch Parliamentary Writs are ſent 
t every Biſhop of a Dioceſe in effe&t as they are ro 
every Sheriff in a County ; ar leaſt, that the principal 
Writ to each Biſhop as a Spiritual Baron has a conco» 
mitant Clauſe in it call'd Premunientes, by which the 
Biſhop is to ſummon Dean, Archdeacons, one Cathe- 
dral, and rwo Dioceſan Proftors, to appear in Parlia- 
ment. And though the Clergy are immediately ſum- 
men'd ro Convocation by a Provincial Wnt to a Pro- 
.vincial Afſembly, under the Head of the Province the 
Archbiſhop; yer this is bur to purſue and to corrobo- 
rate their car ro a National Parliament : So that when 
they come together, they are a Parliamentary Body, and 
an Eſſential Part of the Conſtirution. And the Lower 
Clergy make the Houſe of Spiricual Commons imme- 
diately fummon'd by the King, to be under a Prolocu- 
tor of their own Choice, who next to the King 1s 
Head and Preſident of the Lower Houſe, as the Arch- 
biſhop is of the Upper : Or in ſome Reſpetts greater 
than the Archbiſhop , who is bur Chief Memtier, and 
cannot be properly called a Preſident. Hence the two 
Houſes of Biſhops and Presbyters being co-ordinate 
from their Parliamentary Relaticn, the Lower Clergy 
have all the Rights belonging to the Notion of a Houſe, 
and cannot be denicd any Power, the want of which 


would deſtroy the Nature of a Houſe, atid defeat the 
Erds of it. That this Lower Hovſe have the Command 
of rheir own Members, can require their Arrendance, 
can pvnith their Abſence, can determine their dubious 
Ek#ions, and oblige them to all Rules and Orders, 
under the Pains of incurring the Diſpleaſure of the 
Houſe, and being cenſured by the Vores of the Majo9- 
rity. So likewiſe in Communicarion with their Lord- 
ſhips, this L»wer Houſe has a Right of diſagreeing 
tothe Propoſals of that other Houſe : can ſend an 
of their Members without the Prolocutor to carry M-\- 
ſages and to offer Debates to them : can anſwer their 
Lordſhips in Writing, or can refuſe fo to anſwer: can 
demand a free Conference with them : can deny to 
meet their Lordſhips in a Commirtee : can poſtpone 
or even rcjet the Archbi uy Schedule of P A- 
rica : can challenge the Righc of Sirring and Riſing 
ar Diſcrerion : can independently adjourn themſelves : 
can meet upon intermediate Days without any con- 
current Seffion of their Lordſhips : can chuſe a Clerk 
or Aftuary of their own: ought ro have the Cuſtody 
of their own old Journals : can deny their Lordſhips 
ea = cheir preſent Minutes : can of Right claim 
the y_ of their Lordſhips At : can cenſure 
any ſuſpeted Books or Writings : can prefer ſpecial 
Arnicles againſt any one Bifhop; and can give a Cans 
nical Redreſs to any other, who has been agoriev'd by 
= Rick iran = Ar. can - ven yore - 
e Rights, Privileges, wers that can pofſibl 
make the Cl (as diſtin& from the Biſhops) mapa 
and conſiderable in this Church and Nation. 
we of the ſame Order { call'd Inferiour ro Epiſcopa- 
cy) cannot bur admire rhoſe learned Perfons who have 
ro recover thoſe Rights, which others have been 
ſo long ſleeping over. And above all, we cannor bur 
applaud the prime Patron of a Synodal Church, Dr. At- 
terbury, who began the Controverſy in our Defence, 
and has declar'd He will never drop ir. We cannor 
but farther commend All thoſe zealous Brethren of 
Ours, who in the late Covocation ſtrugled for theſe 
loft Liberties with a great deal of Courage and Re- 
ſolurion, when, as the Author of the Power of the Lower 
Houſe obſerves, it was manifeſt to the World, what 4 
Degree of Servitude niy Lords the Biſhops endeavour'd ta 
impoſe upon the Clergy. (p. 2. Cc. 1.) We are many of us 
here inclin'd to hope, that they may be able and wil- 
ling to begin the new Synod, where the old One broke 
of, And fo to proſecute the good Cauſe of Us Presby- 
cers, till We the Spiricual Commonalty are a proper Ba- 
lance at leaſt ro my Lords the Biſhops. 


A Tl.ere 


There is but One thing that ſhocks a few render 
Men, and that is, Some of ourown Brethren have ſided 
with the Biſhops againſt Us. And theſe pretend, that 
the Convocation in purſuance of the King's Writ, 15 
conven'd by the Archbiſhop's Mandate; which Man- 
dare is executed by the Dean of the Province ; who 
tranſmits it to all the Comprovincial Biſhops ; and 
They by Canonical Obedience cire the ſtanding Mem- 
bers, and enjoin che eleQing of Proftors; and then 
make their Returns for each Dioceſe (as the Dean does 
his Cerrificatory for the whole Province,) to the Arch- 
biſhop Only : before whom the Convocation is hed. 
That his Grace therefore is Preſident of the whole 
Body. That All the Members are accountable ro Hm 
only for their Appearance. That He refers the pu- 
niſhment of their Contumacy to Himſelf Alone. That 
He Alone can give leave for the Abſence of Any of 
*'em. Thar He can preſcribe the proper Rules and Di- 
re&ions for a Communication berween the two Houſes, 
That He Continues and the whole Convoca- 
tion of the Prelates and Clergy of his Province, by 4 
Schedule read and fign'd in the Upper Houſe, and then 
ſent down to the Lower, to be intimated or made 
known to the Clergy, who are All included in ic. That 
the Lower Houſe have indeed a Negative in All 
dical AQts or Decrees ( which yer cannot be withonr 
rhe King's Licenſe,) bur in all other preparanery Me- 

thods, They are underthe Condu@ of the Archbiſhop, 
who afts with the conſent of his Suffragans. So taat 
without the Metropolitan's Authority, and a concur- 


rence of the Cuproviecial Biſhops, the Lower Clers 
can do Nothing that is ſignificant in an Inguk 50 
Sever VINert that woul ſcem to be acquainted with, 
the Hifto 


ry and, Laws of; this Church and Kingdom, 
have fell ihto this Way, And a certain, Number of 
Members in the Lower Houſe of this laſt Convocation, 
who were repreſenced by their Friends as Wiſe and 
Good Men, did eſpouſe the ſame Epiicopal Cauſe, and. 
did all along oppoſe the Majwrity of their Brethren, 
Theſe Few Men, and ſome Orhers of like Opinion, 
have objeted hard things againſt; rhe Wrigers on our 
Side. They fay, Dr, Atterbury and Mr. Hill, who juin 
in the fame Cauſe or Defence of Convocations, are as 
wide in their Principles as Eaſt and. Weſt, neyer to te 
reconcil'd, They ſay, that Dr. Atterþury made two 
Editions of the ſame Book, dire&ly contradifting One 
Another in many material Points. That in hoth Editg- 
ons He kept to the one Deſign of lefiening the King's 
Prerogative in Conyocational Aﬀairs. And yer, that 
He is lince engag'd'in a meer oppoſite Argument, of 
advancing the Royal Preropgative much beyond the 
Aﬀ of the Clergy's Submiſficn ; and much beyuud 
the Claims cf any former Reign : by making the Sy- 
6d purely ſubſiſt by the King's Writ, by reternn 
the Archbiſhop an In//rument only of the King, anc 
wholly Miriſterial to Him. Fer, they prefiime Dr, 4. 
to be the Author of the three Shcers, Enticled, The 
Power of the Lower Hauſe of Covocation to Adpign it 
Self, 9c. wherein they prereod, He hys brouy fic the 
Ciuch to a kind of abſolure SubjeRion to the Scare 
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has releas'd the Presbyters from all Canonical Obes. 
ence to the Archbiſhop and Biſhops ; has ſer up for 
a Power in the Lower Houſe, which was never before 
imaxin'd; and cannot be now exercis'd without de. 
ſtroying the Conſtirution of an Epiſcopal Church, 
Thar He has atrempred to prove this by Reaſons, which 
They call meer Fallacies ; and by FaQts, which They af. 
ſert to be perfe@ Falſhoods. That He has ſer off the 
Nation with ſuch Turns and Reflexions as They com. 
plain of, to be Anger and Bitterneſs of Spirit, 
And eſpecially, that He has took occafion to be unjuſt 
to Dr. K. in charging Him with the want of Sincerity 
about omirting a Chuſe in the Archi-epiſcopal Man. 
dares ; when yet Another, who has reply'd in The 
Right of the Archbiſhop to Continue or- Prorogue the whole 
Convocation, (4c. does juſtifie the Care and Integrity 
of Dr. K. and throws back the Charge of Falſhood 
upon Him that made it: And 7hjs under the Arteſtz- 
tion of a Publick , to make the Fa& more Ap. 
parent, and the Convittion more undeniable. They 
fay farther, that ſome Principal Members of the Lower 
Houſe, who agreed in the late Meaſures of oppoſing 
the Archbiſhop and Biſhops ; have fince differ'd much 
in their Principles, and have ſomewhat cook in their 
Aﬀections to One Another. So, as were They now to 
Proceed in the Ways wherein They firſt ſerour, They 
could hardly hold together. 

But, it is ngr worth concerning Our ſelves in Perſo- 
nal Piques and Quarrels, The only Obje&tion cn our 
Side Ldefire to Anſwer, becauſe it is often cat 
at Ne, is Our Writers diſagreeing in Defence of the ſame 
Cauſe. For thoſe who diſſented from Us do often objeR, 
That our ſeveral Writers have took each a contrary Hy- 

theſis ro maintain the Rights of the Lower Cle , 

which they ſo much interfere in their Notions and 
Arguments, that they perfe&tly confound: the Power 
they are contending for. This now is an Objetticn, 
"that Every One who reads the Books can undetſtand.; 
and 'ris indeed an unhappy Objeion, For, while We 
are putting in the ſame Common Claim, We ſhould 
form. our Right upon the ſame Bortom; or elſe ir will 
make People fuſpeR, that We have no Right ar all, 
To clear up this Objeion, and reconcile the ſeeming 
Differences our own Writers , I have laid be- 
fere Me the chiet Trafts, The Rights, Powers, and Pri- 
vileges of-an Engliſh Convocation, 2d Edit, Oftay. The 
Power of the Lower Houſe ts Adjourn it ſelf, 1n three 
Sheets. And: the Narrative of. the Proceedings of the 
Lower Hauſe of Convocation, Quarto, with the Netes in 
the Margin, and the Preface of the Publiſher. And 1 
muſt conteſs upon collating of rhem, I do find ſome 
Mattcrs of Opinion and £5me of Fatt fo varicuſly. tated, 
that I muſt beg che bencfir of your Judgment, how 
2 Cxtricate my felt our of ſome Dawbrs and Difſcul- 
tics; which ro Reje, and which to Believe. 

T. As to the Conftizution of AU Primitive Synods, 
Dr. 4. doe: eprefly reach, ti:ar in the firſt Chriſtian 
Ciurches, the Avthric 1rine Fart of all Eccleſiaſtical 
Diecetings was Ons: I j the biſhops and Presbyters * 

And that 1u our own Na- 
rior. 
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tonal Chtirch from the very Beginning, the BY 
brought Presbyters with them, as the Conſti 
Parts of all our Provincial Symas, ib. p. 9, Oc. . 
then che Publiſher of che Narrative advances 4 
frine direQly coftitrary. He ſays, The Archbiſhop aps 
Biſhops of the Province Alone, being preſumid to 
the conſent of their Presbyters along with them, 
pro'd the whole Provincial Synod : So that, i 
Metropolitan and his Brethren adjourn'd the whole 
md, what wonder they adjourn'd only themſelves, P 
p. viii, Refolve me, Sir, in this Original Conſtings 
tien of Provincial Synods, Which Opimion ſhall'T 
adhere ro? Thar of Dr. 4. that Presbyters came 
alway with the Biſhops ro make up rhe Council 
Or, thar of the Prefacer, that —_— fare in Co 

cil Alone, long before they admitted Presbyrers tÞ 
fir with them ? 


I. As to the preſent Conſtitution of an Engliſh Pro- "with 


vincial Synod or Corvocation, Dr. A. would give 1t a Ci- 
vil Capacity, and make it a Parliamentary Body, and 


an Eflential Parr of vur Conftiruon: This 15 the Fxec 


whole defign of his Rights, Powers, &c. Bur the 
Author of the Power of the Lower Houſe, is alittle more 
reſerv'd : He grants, there is no Parity in Conſtitution 
between Parliament and Comvocation in All caſes, but in 
Seme only, (p. 2. Cc. 2.) He would have rhe correſpon- 
dence a Iittle more cloſe and laſting between Biſhops and 


Clergy than between the two Houſes of the Temporalty, th... @ 


(p.19. C. 2.) Yer he makes the diſtin&jon of the two 
Howes, and their ſeparate Right of Adjournment to 
come all from their Parliamentary Relation, &yc. and 
whatever Rights and Privileges are abſolutely and in- 
diſpenſably neceſſary to the Being of a Houſe (in the 
Parliamentary jenſe of the Word) the Lower Houſe of 
Comvecation, muſt have by virtue of their Origin and 
Alliance, (ib. p. 2. Cc. 2.) When yer, after both theſe 
Writers, comes the Ediror of the Narrative and de- 
nies All, He is angry it was eyer thought of, He 
accuſes the Writer of the firſt Letter for a falſe 
Charge upon them, in objeGing, Thar the Lower 
Clergy would not only be conſidered as a Meeting pure- 
ly Eccleſiaſtical , but world reehon themſelves to ſit 
under a Civil Capacity alſo. This, ſays the Editor, is 4 
very extraordinary degree of Aſſurance, and the firſt 
Inſtance I have met with of any body ſp hardy as to 
think, he could impoſe ſo much on the Underſtanding, 
a to perſuade Men that they aſſent to Propoſitions , 
which they PROFESTLY DENT, (9c. (Pref. p. xi. ) 
Pray inform me, to which Norion I may ſubſcribe : 
Whether to the Convocation, being a Parliamenta- 
ry Eody and Part of Parliament, as Dr. A. has made 
it? Or, to the Convocation having a Parliamenra- 
z relation, and ſuch an Origin and Alliance, -as that 
tie Lower Clergy muſt have all Privileges neceſla- 
ry to the Being of a Houſe in the Parliamentary 
enſe of the Word, as P.L. H? Or, tothe nature 
of our Convecations being purely Eccleſiaſtical, and. 
ncthing more falſe than heir Sitring in a Civil Ca 
Pacity, as the Publiſher of the Narrative ? 
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II. As ts the PRAMUNIENTES Clavſe in the 
Biſhop's . Parliamentary Writs, Myſt This be now 
Executed as Beneficial to the Clergy, and even ne- 
ceſſary to the Conſtitution? Or, fince the Reaſon 
of the Clauſe is ceasd, and ghe formal\Execution 
of it fizs been inrermicted for many Years, : Is ic 
neediels now to revive it? &nd-will. the Provinci- 
al Writ of the King with the Archbiſhop's Man- 
"dare, be ſufficient to bring the; to a com- 
pre Synod and legal Convocation? 1 find our Wri- 
ters 'Qivided, Dr. A. in the Second Edition! of his 
Rights , Powers, qc. is poſitive, That the Premu- 
nientes in the Biſhop's Writ , is not @ dead inſignifi- 
cave. Form, but has had its conſtant effe# mm the Low- 
er Clergy, who, by virtue of it, have made- their Re- 
Furns All along, and paid ther Attendance in Pav- 
vo 63 ends rhe Bis, fe of en 
my 1e Biſhops, to great 
 Miment it is towards preſerving the Conſtitution, and 
the Rights of their Clergy , to preferve the regular 
Execution of their Writs of Summons for the Parlia- 
Men, (ib. p. 628.) and is free to tell them, Thar 
'thewt future Omi ſhall not paſs under the ſoft 
Name of NEGLECFS, but will bave ſome harſher 
Cenſure beſtow'd on them, (ib. p, 629.) | And yer 
ne Author of the Fane dy rr har 
y r on ing premoni " 
| had given the moſt 


ext, it wanld eed be a means of bringing Us 
#her ; but could not alter the nature of the Sy- 
pod i when met, which would then be a Meeting gs 
purely Eccleſiaſtical, as it is at_ preſent, (Pref. p. xii, } 
I would not have our Enemies Report beheved , 
Tha: the Execution of the Premmientes was a meer 
Plot to ſupport the Lower Clergy in their Exem- 
prion from the Synodical Power of the Archbiſhop 
and. Biſhops ; to give the Lower Houfe in Con- 
voration all Parliamentary Fapwages by that Calf 
ro Parliament, Bur when they char Some 
Biifops would not as yet execute it, and Orhers 
knew not 4s yet how to make their Retvrns upon 
ic; Now they. are.content to drop it, or to infift 
no longer on the Neceſſity ' and Advantage of it. 
I Would not believe ſuch idle Suggeſtions ; and 
rhergfore ſhall ſtill ſuſpend my Opinion , whether 
the” Preminientes ought to be execured, as bring- 
A2 0g 


lap the Clergy to Parliament, and Keeping up their 

Rl demencal Nights and Privileges as 4 PatNanen- 

tary Body? Or whether it may continue to. be Omit- 

ted, becauſe the Execution would anſwer no Effett, 

bug only bring the GETS more together, and leave 

mw a purely Eeclefiaſt Meeting, 1f they ſhould be 
r 


IV. As to the Authority by which. our Convo- 
cation-is now Summon'd, If the Premunientes were du- 

executed, No one me bur the ſummo 
Lower is there purely .and the Biſhops woul 
be cnly Miniſterial or In ntal in. executing the 
King's Writ, Bur fince the Convocation is now aſ- 
ſembled,, not by the Dioceſan Writs to each 
Biſhop, but by Provincial Writ to the Arch- 
biſhop, and then by his Graces Mandate ro the Dean 
of his Province to be execured by all the o_—_ 
Biſhops. Then ir ſeems a-Queſtion may ariſe, w 
ther rhe Authoriry of convening ſuch a Provincial 
Aſſembly is purely Royal? Or whether the Archbi- 
ſhop by virtue of a Written Licenſe and Command 
from the King, does nor call the ng Tomas Him- 
ſelf by his own Mandatory Letters, to be executed by 
his Suffragans upon Canonical Obedience, ſo as to 
-make-the Summons not purely Royal fince the Refor- 
mation, bur ſtill as formerly Lee! raſtical and Synodi- 
cal? Dr. Atterbury did allow our Conyocartions to be 
regularly Summon'd by the- Archbiſhop's Mandate, 
when his Grace was at li to do it by the King's 
Writ. And therefore He ſays, When -the Crown began 
#0 iſſue out Writs for the Convocation, it was to vom- 
mand the Archbiſhops to Aſſemble the - Clergy of heir 
Provinees. C Rights, Powers, oc. p. 494.) Andahe 
fame Royal Writs and Archiepiſcopal Mandates, be- 
" 1ng uſed fince the Reformation as were before, here 
cat be no Alteration in the Summoning Power. 
For fince the Words of the Writ are the ſame NOW 
«s they were THEN, the meaning of them muſt be 
the ſame too : For tho the 25. of M. viti. abridg'd the 
Corvocations Privileges in ſeveral reſpe#s, yet it could 
not make the Words of their Writ ſignify otherwiſe than 
#hey did, when they-were FIRST inſerted. (ib. p. 464.) 
Bur the Vindicator of the Power of the Lower Houſe 
3s clearly of another Mind, He ſays, Since the A& 
of Submiſſion, the Archbiſtop's ſhare in convening his 
Clergy is no longer Authoritative but Miniſterial. 
Thar the Authority by which -r Catp aſſembled is now 
purely Royal, That the Archbiſhop only executes the 
King's Writ : And there is no Summoning Power in 
his Grace of Canterbury but what is purely Minifte- 
rial, He is the King's Inſtrument only, and the pro- 
F#7 Officer to execute the Royal Summons, &c. ( Power 
of L. H. p.3.) Which, I pray Sir, is moft Probable? 
That the- Archbiſhop has liberty by the King's 
Writ to iſſue out his own Mandate to ca!l che Cl 
of his Province before Himſelf in an Ecclefiaſhcal 
manner, by virtue of his Metropolicical Right and 
their Canonical Obedience, according to old Cuſtom 


and the. Conſtitution of Provincial Syncds, and ac- 
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Joollng = Dr. 4. once taught Us ? Or” whether 4h» 


Archbiſhop is an Inſtrament only in the 
King's Hands, and a proper Officer ro execute his Royal 
Wnt, as that later Writer does now inſtru Us ? 
V. Asto the Antient Metropolitical Rights of the 
Archbiſhop of Canterbury. Ir is certain, He had once 
a- Power independent on the King, to Call, and t9 
Prorogue, and to Diflolve the $ of his Province, 
But ir has been queſtion'd - from whence He &e- 
riv'd this Power. Had he it as a Metropoliran from 
the Conſticution of the Primitive Church ? Or as a 
Legate Born, did He borrow it with his Title from 
the Popes of Rome ? Dr. Atterbury has fatisfy'd 
Me, that it was not as Papal Legar, but as pure Me- 
tropolitan. The Archbiſhop needed ne Pelp from. his 
Legatin charafer to comvene the Clergy of his Province, 
which he was ſufficiently impower'd to do, as Metrooli- 
tan by the old Canons of the Church receiv'd and allow'd 
in this Kingdom. And accordingly by this Metropolitical 
Power, the Archbiſhops all along call'd Provincial Coun- 
cils before any of 'em were the Popes Legates. ( Rights, 
Powers, (Fc. þ. 485. ) Bur then the Narrative raiſes 
a Doubt, whence this Authoriry was deriv'd, and 
how long, it . has obrain'd? If it belong'd to Him 
in his Legatin capacity, We know the Date of it. If 
his Metropolitical be PRETENDED for it, Eve- 
ry one knows under what Reſtraints it firſt was: by 
what Steps it roſe . higher ,, and by. whoſe Conceſſions it 
fo Commands, That his Preſidency over bis Compre- 
vincials was founded in the Precedency of his City, 9c. 
( Narrat. p. 30.) Not implying, that. the ſame Re- 
gard ought ro be ſtill had: wo the Precedency of Ci- 
ries in this Kingdom {$ that if the City of Rocheſter 
ſuppoſe ſhould .in Time precede or exceed that cf 
Canterbury, that then the Biſhop of that See _ 
ro be the Preſident -of rhis Province. Upon this 
Head, there 1s another grear difference : rhe Aferter 
of the Power of the L. H. is plain, that: the Authority 
of Proroguing is purely founded in, and derived from the 
Authority of. Convening. (p. 3+. 1.) So as the Arch- 
biſhop, when he had a Power of Afembling the 
Clergy, .the Natural and Neceſſary Reſult was, tha: 
He had a Power of Prorozuing them. Bur the Publiſher 
of the Narrative thinks otherwiſe ; He imagines that 
the Archbiſhop when He Alone. aflembled the Sy- 
ncd, He did not Alone ue ir, but He and his 
Brethren Adjourn'd the whole Synod.—Thbo'e Ancient 
Synods were not. Adjourn'd by the Metropolitan's Autho- 
rity Alone as Preſident, but by their own Conſent. 
( Pref. p. viii.) It makes a Cauſe Perplext and Dubious, 
when our Friends do ſo open ir, as to fall into per- 
fe& Oppoſition, and leave Us under the hardſhip of 
diſſenting trom one Sideorcrher. 

VI. As to the-preſent Stile and Title of the Arch- 
biſhop in Convocation , the Preſidency of. the 
Archbiſhop over the Convocation of h1s Province, 
and his Graces title of Preſident are both expreſly 
acknowledg'd by Dr, 4tterbury 1n-his Dedication, to' 
the Archbiſhops of the - Provinces, and Preſidents of wag 

y; 0s 


Convocations * of Canterbury and York, And it is up- 
onthis Suppoficion that He obſerves, My Lord's Grace 
' of Canterbury i« never ſo conſiderable, as when Me is at the 


Head of the Clergy of :his Province. 
dc. Pref. p. xix.) the Narrative, a : 
liſker of it ( who need not. have beſtow'd any titles of 
honour on the Archbiſhop, that were nor due or not 
roper to Him ) give him uently the like . 
ation of Preſident, and acknowledge his Office of Pre- 
ſiding. Bur then on che contrary, the Aiithor ot the 
Power of L. H.. does affure Himſelf and Us that the 
title of Preſident as apply to the Archbiſhop is wholly 
New, and unknown to all Elder Comvocations —— Unac- 
curately ſo cald———The Archbiſhop can never properly 
te tid Preſident of the Convocation, but when the two 
Houſes are together, and then it implies rather a Dimi- 
nution than an Encreaſe of his Authority ; For then in- 
deed He is the Chair-man or Moderator of the whole 4ſ- 
ſembly (p. 18. c. 1.) He freely tells us, thar Our Re- 
ſentative the Prolocutor is the Greater Man, and 
hn the juſterricle ro che Name of Prefident, Head and 
Governour. There is mithing ſingular in this notion of 
repreſenting the Prolocutor as Head, Preſident or Go- 
wvernour of the Lower Hiouſe. ( p. 9.c. 2.) Remember 
my Duty ro the Prolocuror. Bur if I ſhould have 
occaſion to a to the Archbiſhop in Convocation ; 
1 pray, Sir, conſider what direQions to give Me ; Shall 
I Addreſs ro Him under the title of Preſident, as 
Dr. Atterbury did, even when no Convocation was 
Sitting? Or ſhall I omir this Stile, as wholly New, Vn- 
accurate, and J;nproper, as the later Authordoes obſerve? 
VII. As to that Power of the Archbiſhop in caHing up 
the Members of the Lower Houſe, to appear in the ſame 
Place with his Grace and th: Biſhops at the beginning of 
every Seffion. The Narrative repreſents it as a mighty 
Grievance, that his Grace ſhould require the whole 
Clergy, or the Prolocutor onlv with-two or three Mem- 
bers, to come to Jeruſalem Chamber, before they form'd 
themſelves into a Houſe in Hen, VIE Chapel. They 
comply'd unwillingly for ſome rime witha Salvo Fure, 
and afterward they juſtly refus'd tro go. ( Narrat, 
þ. 11. 5c. ) But then the Vindicator of the lower 
Houſe, who rarely betrays the Privil of it, He 
ſays, the Archbiſhop may call them at any time, when be 
has occaſion to declare any thing in the preſence of the 
Clergy themſelves. The Archbiſhop having an undoubted 
Right to ſend up for them at Pleaſure, and making uſe of 
that Right frequently upon other occaſions. ( p. 8: Cc. 2.) 
Were You and I in the Houſe, Sir, how ſhould we 
behave Our ſelves? Should we interpoſe a Proteſtation 
ofRight, and ar laſt exert-thart Right in- refuſing the 
Arctibiſhop's Call ro that Place, as the Narrative by 
Dodrine and Example commends to Us? Or ſhould 
We yield the Archbiſhop's Right undoubted, and leave 


(Rights, Powers, 
n 


the Exerciſe of it to bis Pleaſure, as the other Writer: 


does adviſe Us ? 
VIII. As to Members attending the Lower Houſe, how, 
#bey ſhall obtain Leave to abſent from it, Muſt they ap- 


(5) 


even the Pub- - the 


ply to the Archbiſhop as Preſident for his Leave to'ek-- 
cuſe their Abſence ? Or mult they ask Leave of their 
own Houſe rogo into the Country ? The firſt indeed was 
prattis'd, when We Slept over our Priviledges; but now 


Dream is out, it is fit we ſhould infiſt upon the 
common _—_ of a Houſe, To which ſe the 
Aſſerterof the Power of the L. H. muſt d mean 


This among the Rights and Privileges abſolutely and in- 
diſpenſably neceſſary to the Being of an Houſe ( in the Par« 
liamentsry Senſe of the word.) which We muſt have, 
virtue of our Origin and Alliance with the Houſe 
ot Commons ( p.2.c.2. ) And accordingly in the lare 
Sitting, the Members were taught the Privilege of 
asking the Houſes Leave, and delivering their Proxy 
ro the Prolocutor, withour any Application to the 
Archbiſhop; As was aQually done by the Vice Chan- 
celior of Oxford, and ſome other Members, Bur yer 
to condemn their PraQice, a Committee of rhe Lower 
Houſe declare, We deny not that his Grace has a Power 
f demanding the Attendance of Our Members : But We 
ave libewiſe. If therefore, either the Archbiſhop or the 
Lower Houſe grve a Leave of Abſence, it is of courſe to be 
interpreted, ſo far only as the Claim of them that give it 
is concerned. So that the Member is not perfely at Li- 
berty. without Leave from Both. ( Narrat. p. 49.) If 1 
ever come into that Houſe, and defire to come home 
again, what courſe ſhall I rake? Shall I go only to the - 
Archbiſhop,and think his Leave ſufficient, asall are ſaid 
to have done in former Convocations, and ſome did in 
this Laſt? Or ſhall Tgo no farther thatiour own Houſe, 


and take their ſole Licenſe of abſenting? as Dr. A. has 
, and rhe Vice Chancelbr of d did learn of 
Him ? Or muſt I rather be at a double trouble, and nor 


think my ſelf ar Liberty to go withour Leave from- 
Roth ; As the Narrative and Commirtee in it ? 

IX, As to Place or Places in which the Convocation is to 
Meet and Sit.. Is this an Affignation at the Arch. 
biſhop's pleaſure, if the King's Wrir does not in 
him? Or has' He nothing to do' with changing of the 
Place withour the King's expreſs Order, or the Lower 
ras expreſs Conſent? 'The Committee are of 
the opinion : We diſpute not the Archbiſhop's Power 
of calling the Convocation to 8. Pauls, or Weſtminſter, 
or- Lamberh, if the King's Mandate leave it to bis Gra- 
ces diſcretion. 1.e. if the King's Writ impower the 
Archbiſhop to call the mo and Cl of his 
Province before Him, in Eccleſia Cathedrali S. Pauli 
London. vel AL IBTI prout melius expedire videritis. 
And this they ſufficiently import to be ar the Arch- 
biſhop's pleaſure, nor only ar firſt Meeting, but on- 
other occaſional Removes, from Pauls ro Weſtmin- 
ſer, from thence to Lambeth, or the like ; provided. 
in every Gereral Place the Lower Houſe have a particu-- 
lar Apartment, a Locum ſolitum or uſual Room afſign'd . 
to them, It ſeems not improbable, that ſuch an Afhe- 
nation formerly was an effe# of his Gtaces Care in pro- 
widing for Vs, &c. (Narrat. p.40, 41. )' But the, Vin-- 
dicator of the L. H. is on the other hand of thinking, . 


war the Clauſe vel ALIBI does not reſt the entire 
Right of appointing the Place in the Archbiſhop. At 
leaft, this Writ conveys to the Archbiſhop no Power in 
point of Place, but what regards their firſt Appearance 
only, —And therefore when they are once Met, the change 


of Place muſt either be by the Foint Conſent of the Body, - 


er after they are furm'd into two diſlintt- Houſes, by the 
conſent of each Houſe To (p- 10.c.1. ) To which 
fide, Sir, of chis ion do you incline ? Will you 
allow che Archbi Liberty of - appointing rhe 
Place from time to rime, (x che King leaves thm co 
that Liberty by the Clauſe of vel Alibi prout melius 
expedive videritis)) as the Commitzee does acknow- 
ledge ? Or will you ſay with the other Writer, thar 


after firſt Am, the Archbiſhop has no at 
4ll ia point of archer Place, bur by conſentof the whole 
Body together, ar by the. concurrence of the rwo 
Houles apart? ; 
X. As to the Clauſe IN HUNC LOCUM in the 
Archbiſhop” s Schedule of Proragation. The Queſtion is,whe- 
cher the words 'in bune locum may be taken at large 
for a General Place, as Weſtminſter ;, or the particular 
Room in which the faid Schedule is Sign'd and Read 
bythe poo 15 7 Chamber? This latter part 
of the 100. is by the Pleader for the 
Power of the . Lower . Houſe. He ſays exprefly, By 
the Schedule of Prorogation— bis Grace continues to ſuch 
« time and IN HUNC LOCUM, that is, to the 
VERT ROOM where ſuch Continuation #s made. 
So the Lower Houſe is continued in hunc locum, 1. e. 
#0 the . very Room where the Cl then Sit, and 
are to meet mext. As the Archbiſhap by the words 
#n hunc locum. Prorogues not. to Hen. vii. Chapel, but 
#0 the Jeruſalem-Chamber, ( p. 8, c. 2.) This is Plaine 
and Poſitive as words can. make it, Yet the Narra- 
tive reports the Houſe tro be of a quite different 
- Opinion, Nor did We apprebend that the words IN 
.HUNC LOCUM in the Body of the Schedule 
laft mention'd, might not mean the General Place, the 
Church of WESTMINST ER, in which We both 
Sate ;, but were deſign'd by their Lordſhips to mean their 
diſtin Rowm- the ] ERUSALEMCHAMBER. 
( Narr.p. 10.) And to ſalve an ObjeQtian that na- 
rurally riſes when the Scheduls.1s pranounc'd in the 
Lower Houſe, They ſay, If it ſhould be ſaid that the 
words IN HOC LOCO pronaunc'd. out-of the Arch 
biſtog's Schedule muſt needs ſignify that Particular Place 
in which the Archbiſhop ſfign'd the Schedule, We reply, 
—The Lower Howe ALLWATS. underſtood that 
LOCUS to be ſame common-Þlace, as St, P AULS, or 
WESTMINSTER, in which the Convocation was 
to Meet, ( Narrat, p. 26.) agg qt Me, Sir, which 
of theſe rwo Interpretations 10. - ſhall I fol- 
Tow? By bunc docu ſhall I d. the Particular 
Roam in which the Att is done and declar'd, as Feru- 
ſatem-Chamber ? Or ſhall I hend it ro. be only 


the General and Common Place of Mcering, ſuppole 
Pauls or Weſtminſter ? T have refer'd it roche Maſter 
of - B. School, bur He has not yet reſoly'd Me. 


XT. As to the Explanatory Phraſe, yocat. Fe. 
FICEIN 


eruſalem-Chamber. This ex 
inſerced in the Schedules, was afterward left our, 
The Queſtion hence ariſes, whether when theſe ad. 
ditional words vulgs vocat. Jeruſalem-Chamber were a: 
laſt omined, his Grace the Biſhops then drop: 
the Chaim, and quitred the Expefance of the Pro- 
locutor, and fome Members appearing in the Upper 
Houſe art the Beginning of each Seffion ? Or whether 
their Lordſhi ing fall the words as no longer 
needful, ftill up the ſame Claim, and iti 
might have the ſame Expetance ? The firſt of theſe 
is the Declaration of the Narrative under Sef]. viii, 
Martii 18, In the Schedule fent this day, the words 
wlgy wocat, Feruſalem-Chamber being again omitted, 
and never afrer uſed : The Lower Houſe Adjourn'd 
withour a Salvo Fure, and never after artended, nor 
as they conceive were in 7eruſalem-Cham- 
ber, (Narrart. p. 28.) Burt the Author of P. L. #. 
ſeems better to know their Lordſhips Mind, that 
They might Expe# them, and had che ſame Right 
ro their Attendance. Tho' in his Graces Schedules the 
lanatory wards vulgd vocat, Jeruſalem-Chamber wer: 
terwards. omitted, yet the Obligation of the Lower 
Clergy to attend there every day, by virtue of the words 
in HUNC LOCVUM, was never formally diſclaim- 
ed by the Biſhops ; nor can- it conſiſtently with the pre- 
ſent Scheme they are upon, be ever diſclaim'd by them, 
(p.1.c:2-P. 2. C. 1- ) To which opinion ſhall Irruſt? 
That his Grace by leaving out the Explanation in 
his Schedule has given up the Right or Claim of the 
Lower Clergy's Attendanceat the opening of aSeffion 
Or thar Omitting the words does however nor dif- 
charge the Clergy's Obligation, which has not been, 
and never can be diſclaim'd? 

XII. As tothe Time of the Lower Houſe Adjurning, and 
their Days of Meeting. You know well, We take for 
granted the Lower Houſe can Adjourn Separately and 
Independently from the Archbiſhop and' Biſhops; 
and can hold Seffions of rheir own upan Intermediate 
Days wichout any Reſtraint by the Schedule of Pro- 
rogttion, Burrthen a Queſtion may depend, whe- 
ther the Lower Houſe may nor be ſtill oblig'd ro meer 
upen the fame Day that 15 fix'd by his Graces Sche- 
dulce, and cnly in that interim hold their Separate 
mn, «Ae wherher their inherent Right ro Ad- 
Journ elves, does not give them Liberry full 
and Indefnice, as well beyond as within the Day of 
the Arclibiſhop's Prorogation ? The Vindicaror of the 
Power of the Lower Hoſe is for this abſolute and un- 
reſtrainedRighr, as Inherenc and Infeparable from the 
Nation of a Houte, Sitting and Riſing at Diſcretion. 
( p- 1.c. 1.) He urges the Precedent of 1640. and would 


have the Reader obſerve, that the Lawer Clergy on - 
0 


an am ou .Qc- <a__ cc c mes IVY 


of theſe days adjourn'd ſbord of the Biſhops, and on the 
other beyond ther, (Þ> 12. C. 2.) And if there was any 
Diſpute of this, it was certainly caries on the Clergy's 
fide, (p» 13+ C+ t,) They declind to meet the nite 
an May gth, ave adjuen'd mer them to May 13th,— 
this is na illegal fit, — if they had net had Precedends 
of this kind upon their Books, they mould not then have 
fiſt ventur'd to make them, (p. 14. c. xt.) And yer 
the publiſher of the Narrative, recedes from rhis 1n- 
herent Right, and puts a Limitation upon the Lower 
Houſe, that they muſt nor go beyond the Biſhop's 
Day. The Writer of the Letter charges the Lower Houſe 
with claiming @ Power, not only of continuing themſelves 
to any day in the Interval of the Archbiſhop's Prero- 
gation; but may if they pleaſe Adjourn themſelves be- 
yond the day to which the Archbiſhop. had Prorogued, 
and not meer his Grace and their Lordſhips up- 
on the ſaid Day. The firſt of theſe is indeed a Fower, 
which we think me have a juſt Right to, viz. 4 Power 
of Adjaurning to an Intermediate Time ;, but the latter, 
viz, 4 Power of Adjourning beyond their Loxdſhips, and 
ns meeting at thap day, is what we never pretended to, 
but utterly diſclaim; ag is very well known to All that 
were preſent at our Debate. For whenever ſueb a Po- 
: o was mention'd” ( a it often bappen'd to be by Perſons 
who miſteok the extent our Claim ) the Howſe 
ALWATS gave it up, nor do I remember ſo much as 
me ſingle Man who ever contended for it, (Prat. p. 12.) 
And yer the Narrative it ſelf 1s more dubious and 
reſerv'd, we do not deny, bus that when the Time and 
Place to which his Grate and his Brethren have Ad- 
yurn'd ſhall be duly. ſignify d to Vs, WE MAT BE 
(BLIG'D. to be then ſitting in a Room of our own in 
that Place, in readineſs for a Communication with their 
Lydſhips, (Narrar. p. 8.) As to Time, the Queſtion is 
mt, whether, the Lower Houſe are bound to hold a Seſ- 
ſon in theiv- own Houſe at: the Time to which the Livds 
ſhall Adjourn. For. We diſpute not, but We may be fo 
oblig'd, (Narret p. 16.) And even the Auchor of 
the Power of the Lower. Houſe begins to be ſometimes 
difident of, this matrer, He would have it a new 
Queſtion, not yet decided + and- would diſtinguiſh upon 
it, whether the- Houſe, by the Antient Cuſtom of Con- 
vation. be not ohblig'd-to- meet the Biſhops at the Day 
which they ſball appoint ? I will not ſay but they ave, 
if any. Synod ical Buſrneſs be then in Agitation, ('p. 20. 
c. 1.) But I muſt confeſs, Sir, 1 do not love trimming 
and dancing. The plain Queſtion is, Have the Low- 
er Houſe a Power or not a Power to adjourn beyond 
the Day prefixt-in the Archbiſhop's Schedule? Be 
dear with Me in your own Opinion, Do you think 
it ſafer to- reſt in the full and Uncondirionare Claim 
of Adjourning at pure . Diſcretion .of the - Houſe ? Or 
would You have them reccde from ſuch unlimired 
Payer, and be c:ntent to exercife it with a deference 
to the Archbiſkap's Day, within only, never beyond 
that appointed Day? 

XIII. As «9 4 egative inthe Lower Clergy upon the 
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Archbiſhng and Biſhops. There is no Diſpute 

all final mewees way tree Tynoictt Ay es aa 
paſs the Metropolitan and barh Houſes, There each 
one have a Negarive upon the other ;, becauſe a com- 
man and joint confent muſt be included, Bur 
Queſtion is, whether in the Antecedenr and Prepara 
tory Methods of Diſcipline and Order, in 
Dividing, Debaring, Diſcontimuing, Re 
ſuch or | Ways and Means 


Suffragans, as ſeems to him and Them? Or 
whether che Lower have not a ive in 
all ſuch Intermediare Rules as well as in all Ultimate 


AQ, and can ar pleaſure difſent from any ſuch- Pro- 
poſal'? - Our Friend that vindicates the Power of 
the Lower Houſe ives 'em a compleat Ne- 
garive even in Circumftannals; He fays. the Right 
diſagreeing to the Propoſals of the other Hurſe, is nece[- 
farily inyolv'd in Notion off a Hiuſoe. The. want 
of ſuch a. Power woultl' deſtroy the Nature. of a Houſe, 
and defeat the Ends of it. (p: 2, C. 2.) They muſt in 
every Propoſal have a final Diſſent, or elſe "tis Allow- 
ing the Clergy a Negative as to the End, but not as 
to the Means which are neceſſary to come at that End. 
(id. ) A__ che Publiſher of the Narrative (whe- 
ther with lets Courage or with more Diſcretion judge 
Tay has deny'd the Clergy this Negative at large, 
of © much. credit and advantage to them. He 
thinks, when his Grace has Progogued to a Day, the 
have no Negative as to Appearing on that Day. 
And he founds the Reaſon of it, on the Miſchiefs of 
having a Negative Power in JrePangey ag \ubſer- 
VIEWT : becauſe ſuch a Power might be (-. 
abus'd as to» defeat all the Ends of © Meeting : If we' 
might - refuſe to meet on that Day to which bis Grace. 
has Prorogued, it would be in our Power to. accompliſþ 
a-Deſign, that nothing at all ſtould be done. (Prat. P--13.) 
I am for the Truth of chings, wichoque being nicely. 
concern'd for the confecquence of them, And there- 
fore, if Yeu give me your Judgment, that the. Lower 
Houſe have a Negative in All things, as well. ſmall 
as great, as well Conducing ro the End, as Derermi- 
niog Fa it, Tow I __ ———_ the ro. Wary, 
Publiſher, as ing the Rights thar He ought ro: 
have roundly deferried, of 
XIV. As to Appointing Committees in Convocation. 
You and I are agreed that the Lower Houſe : has 
Power to appoint its own Commirrees to. fit. de Die 
in Diem, in the Interval of ordinary Seſſions. But. | 
pray is this an Argument or no Argument: for Inter- 
mediate Adjournments.? May not the Houſe. ir. ſelf. - 
Sit upon any Day when the Committee: Stys.? Og. - 
may a Commitree as Part of a Body. have. li 
to Sit and AR when the whale Brdy, is. ſuſpende 
from A&ing or Sitting ? Why, the Power of the.Lower - 
Houſe makes it evident, that 1f Comminrtces of > 
oper Houle : 
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ouſe have ſate in the Interval of Seffion, then the 
_ might have fate in rhe ſame Incerval if ir had 

eas'd. For the Lower Houſe was certainly at Li- 
bo to have ſate at theſe Times when they order'd ſuch 
Committees to Sit, For this I take to be a ſure an ſelf- 
evident Rule, that no Committee of any Body can ſit 
by Authority of that Body, but when the Body it jelf 
might have ſate if it had pleas'd. (p. $.c. 1.) Bur then 
if Committees, ſuppoſe of the Upper Houſe, have 
aQually fare within the Day of Prorogation, during 
which time without revoking the Ad of the Schedule, 
the Houſe it ſelf could not have Sate; Nay, and if a 
Committee of Both Houſes have been Able to fir, 
even after the whole Convocation has been Difſolv'd, 
and ſo impoſſible for either Houſe to have ſate-ar 
that Time : Then this Fa& contradifts the other 
Notion, And this Fa& now is aflerted by .Dr. A. 
and the Conſequence of it own'd, that Commirzees 
may Sit on, when the Houſes themſelves .could nor 
have ſate. They had a famous old Precedent (in 1480,) 
of ſuch a Committee of Both Houſes of Convoca- 
tion ating by its OY and Authority 1n 
the Interval of its Seſſion, #. e. after its Diffolution, 
(Rights, Powers, &c. Addend. p, 613.) This He 
takes to be the Pattern which the Convocations about 
the time of the Reformation follow'd , (ib. p.614.) 
when Committees were conſented to by the Convocati- 
on as well as named by the King, upon Buſineſs not 
reſtrain'd to the preſent Seſſin of Parliament or Con- 
wocation, ( ib. p. 190.) Tell Me which Scheme is 


moſt Ph lobie! this of the Author of P. L. H. that 


a Committe cannot Sir, bur when the Houſe ma 
Sir, becauſe the Committee ſubſiſts by a Power deri- 
wed from the Houſe ? Or, that of Dr. 4. that Com- 
mittees of Convocation may Sir when the Houſes 
cannot poſſibly Sir, even after Diſſolution. 

XV. As to the Power of the Frolocutor in intima- 
ting the Schedule of Prorogation. We do nor believe 
our Adverfaries, when they pretend to prove by 
che Conſtirution of our Synods and the conrinued 
Cuſtom of 'em, that the Prolocutor is oblig'd to in- 
timare the Archbiſhop's AR, when in a Schedule or 
formal Inſtrument it 1s brought down to Him ; as a 
Duty which He owes the Preſident, and as a Ju- 
ſtice due ro the Members of his own Houſe includ- 
ed in it; becauſe by his Office of Referendary, He is 
bound to relate all Orders and Meſſages from the 
Archbiſhop and the Upper Houſe. But we think, 
He may take this Schedule and detain ir in his 
Hand or elſewhere, He my poſt-pone the Mention 
of ir -to any other Buſineſs, and ir muſt be with 
conſent of: the Houſe, that He ſhall art laſt intimate 
their Lordſhip's Time, as not affeQting their own 
Adjournment. The only Queſtion is, when the Pro- 
locutor fo intimates, does He do it by any exerciſe 
of his own Authoriry ? Or, is He purely Miniſterial 
0 the pleaſure of the Houſe? The Narrative gives 
an Authority veſted in him, or ar leaſt connoted to 


him, in- this A& of Intimation. But , the Author 
of P. L. H. reſolves all into Authority of the Houſe, 
and makes the Prolocutor only the Organ of Con- 
veyance, to ſpeak our the ſenſe of the Houſe, 1; 


Eccleſiaſtical Courts, the word INTIMATE is com- 


monly a word of Authority in him that uſes it. And 
often in the Language of Councils, it is in this Caſe 
the known Term .of the Superiour m whom the Power 
is veſted, ( Append. p. 11.) Ts well known, thy 
INTIMARE in the general Acceptation, means no muye 
than ſimply and barely TO GIVE NOTICE, but ſome. 
fimes according to the occaſion upon which it is w'd 
or the Perſon that uſes it, it CONNOTES an Authy. 
rity either Supreme, as in the Church of ROME, if 
the Pope uſe it ; or Subordinate, as it here does in 
the Prolocutor , who gives the Houſe the Authentich 
Notice of an Adjournment not made by his own De. 
Cn, CFO P- 10. ) Bur, I ſay, theP.L, X. 
rakes off all Authority dire& or indire& from the 
Prolocutor, and makes him the pure Inſtrument of 
the Houſe. Where the  Prolocutor is ſaid INT 1. 
MARE CONTINUATIONEM, #t can ſignifi 
no more than that the Prolocutor, as the Mouth of the 
Lower Houſe, declar'd the time to which it Adjouri'd, 
( p. 8. c,/1.) The Archbiſhop really preſides over 
but ene Houſe, and the Prolocutor over the other, the' the 
truth is, that neither the Archbiſhop as preſiding over 
the 'One, nor the Prolocutor as preſiding over the Other, 
prorogues either of them, but 2ach Houſe provogues it 
ſelf, and the proper Perſon in each, TNTIMATES o 
Notifies the Prorogation, { p.:18. c. 17. ) Where, thy 
He ſeems indeed to detrat from the Authority of 
the Prolocuror, in reference to the Howfe wherein 
He ſerves; yer He makes it up in giving him e- 
qual Title and equal Power with the Archbiſhop : 
Borh of 'em che Mouths and Organs of their re- 
ſpeRive Houſes, ro intimare -or notifie the AR of 
each Houſe. And if this do nor fatisfie the Pro- 
locutor, He makes him ſlill greater Amends : For, 
He calls him expreſly the Head of his Houſe, ( p. 9. 
C. 2, ) while he calls the Archbiſhop to keep him 
Humble, a Chief Member only, (p. 15. c. 2.) Bur, 
E propoſe the Queſtion only, Wherher an Intimartion 
ot Adjourning given to” the Houſe by the Prolocu- 


tor, does denote a Power veſted in Him? or does 


connote his ſubordinate Authority? or does imply 
nothing ar all but his ſubſerviency to the Will of 
the Houſe ? 

SIR, Theſe Differences, and indeed dire& Con- 
trarieties, are in Matters of Opinion and Judgment : 
There be ſome Orhers in Matter of Fa& and Pra- 
Qtice, wherein I defire to be ſarisfied, that I may 
know how to Determine my ſelf, and to ſettle my 
Friends. ; 

XVI. As to the Iſſuing out of Summons for the 
Comvocations of each Province, concurrently with new 
Parliaments ſince the Revolution. Ir is known, that 
trom 168g to 1700, no Conyocation has formally 

Sare, 


ZIAaSe > 5, 1 4 lect be OOO OS. OA, 


4 there was no Buſineſs 


terbury had before rold us, That-pom calling of a 
New Parliament, the Writ for the Province of York 
has been drop'd ; and that ir may ſo ha , thar 


when another Parliament is call'd, the Writ for the 
Province of Canterbury ſhall be forgorten too, (Rights, 
Powers, (5c. Pref. p. 11, (yc.) And tho' Dr. Ken- 
cem'd to vindrcate the Govern- 
repute 


rett would have 
ment from this Reffexton, which He would 
tw be a Slander on it. 


biſhop, (57t, does yn Hes Bip: omen the 


extreme Malice or Infatuation, ( p. 132.) 
XVII. As to the Cauſes, why Convocations have 
ns alway Sate and Aﬀted concurrently with Parlia- 


ments, The Queſtion is, Wherher fuch Tntermiſh- - 


ons, or- not. Sitting Convocations, were ſo deſign'd 
and concriv'd 'by ſome of our Governours, to de- 


preſs the Lower Clergy , and th 'effe@t to deprive ' 


them vf their Fundamental Righrs ? Or, wherher ir 


Was ly done ar the Defire, or with the Ap- be 

probarion of the Lower Clergy themſelves ; ro ex- - 
ry Artrendance ; 'and 'to very 

defend rhem 'from fome Triaks which (if they had - 


cuſe them from unneceffa 


Sare on ) "might 'have been pur upon them. 'By 
ing Dr. Atrerbury's Book in borh Editions, I ne- 
.ver queſtion'd, but 'thar 'the not ſuffering the Cler- 


gy.eo Sic and A& in Convocation , was a violent * 


terruprion of their Rights, 'artd a New Grievance 
of the Church of England © peculiar ro the preſenr 
Reign. Ard even the Author of P. L. #. makes 
the fame Obſervation of the Steps taken of late Tears 
Invards ſuppreſſing the Rights and very Beings of Con- 
Wations, — And the worſt Circumſtance ' of All was, 
that they why ſhonld have Shreen'd the Lower Or- 
ders. from ſuch Encroachments as Theſe , were ſo far 
mi/ungerſtood , as 't0 be thight Conjenting to them , 


C9) 


ible ; ds * the Anfieres in-his Right of phe Heh | 


- Conſtitution of our Provincial Synods, 


and in the 


Meaſures 
now the Narrative i 
ner of Reflexion u 


them, Ci 
in hi Sb 


frequent 
#680, 1681, and 


not diſallow'd 

font generality of "the" Clergy , * "om 
4 into a (Body, And, even in the prefer fie 

of 


in which the Clergy , for ba 


Rr 


Archbiſhop, who might have pur the 

ons into a capacity of doing Buſineſs? - Or 

o—_ Clagy © ſves, as declini hdres 
it, on a defire of doing Northi 

doing Miſchief ? WW wed —_—_ 

XVIII. As to the Riſe of the Diſpute about Ad- 

Jjournments in the laſt Convocation, ſuch a Dif- 


: 
F512) 


> & 
4 


] 


m the 
F- 

BISHOP 

: Chapel, 

; cous ©o.know , 

winch one -of the #hree Accounts "is - true, |beeauſe 

in 'the mg of a Controverſy, -much- may de- 

pend on the very Riſe and punQual on ef 
{ 


XIX. As+to the Lower Clergy \mabing a diftint} 
Houſe from't he 'Biſhyps, No I we che 
t,«*did nor 

ſome bold ignorant People ſeem to deny it ar the 
beginning ot the laſt Convocation? 'So 'fays the Vin- 
dicator of P.'L. H. To deny the LowerClergy, even 
after 'the Choice and Approbation of their \Prolocutor 
tr be an Hoſe. This was much' thiught of and talks 
of at the beginning -of the Debate, while ſme of the 
B Diſdu« 


(10) 


Difpurerts wore as yet Raw in the Kniwleage of ſuch 
Matters, Burt the Narrative not only conceals this 
Rawneſs of the other Party , which ſhould have 
been expos'd ; bur ir unluckily conrradids the charge 
upon *ein, and ſays, The Inferizuy Clergy fitting and 
ating Apart from the Biſhops ,. and as a Diſtin# 
Houſe from them, bas never been 'ſo much as QUE- 
STION'D, that we know of, ſince they jirft did ſo #1 
THIS DAT, (Narrat. p. 6.) 1 am yet afraid to af- 
ſert either of theſe op, becauſc - their di- 
ret Repugpancy to One Another. Bur, ler me know 
which '"y — x fox 1 would willingly cſpouſe the 
ruth. 
- XN. As to the Convecatim in 1540, that amuwlFd 
the Marriage of ANNE of CLEVE. Wasut a 
National Synod of extraordinary narure, who atted 
by immediare Commiſſion from the King in one 
Houſe 2 Or, was it like an ordinary Convocation of 
two Houſes, whoſe Proceeding may be a Precedent 
for the Clergy of Canterbury Province ? Dr. Atter- 
bury repreſents it of the firſt Kind, of fingular 
Right and peculiar Praftice, What has not been hi- 
#herto obſer/d , the Cauſe of ANNE of CLEVYE 
was adjudg'd nit in a Convocation properly ſo call'd, 
#hat is, in a Provincial Synod, but in a National Aſ- 
ſembly of the whole Clergy of either Province, (Rights, 
Powers, &c. P. 400.) Yer the Vindicaror of P. 


L. H. does cite the exatt Proceſs of that Tranſjati- 
on ſtill remaining, and does apply ir to the preſenc 
Diſpute, and makes ir a clear Argument, pT: 


Intermediate Adjpurnments of 
the Will of the Body expreſſed either Apart 5 Kathe 
ſeveral Houſes of. it, by a Majority of Voices ig Kach, 
&r when the two Houſes ſhall be together by @ joint 
conſent of the Whale, as the Matter paſs'd in this great 
 iffair of ANNE of CLEVE, (p. 4 c. 2.) 1 muſt 
conſider of this; tho' the 'other Side prerend it plain, 
that the firſt was -a right Dorine, and therefore this 
latter a moſt falſe Application. | 
XXI. As to the Abſtra- or Abridgment of the 
'Aﬀs of the Upper Houſe of Convocation in 1586. The 
Queſtion is, Whether it be Punual and Authen- 
rick? Or, Whether Saſpicious and Imperfe& ? Dr. 
Atterbury did fay, That It was a GOOD Abridg- 
anent of the Fournals of the Upper Houſe , (Rights , 
Powers, (#c. Addend. p. 647.) And again, That 
.it is Full and Particular , giving an Account of the 
AZs of this Comvocation, and of the. Infiruments con- 
#ained there, day by day, and leaf by leaf, (ib. p. 6) 
Bur this Abridgment ſo happemng , as to give ad- 
vantage © our Adverſaries 1n proving the Seſſions 
of cach Houſe ro have been alway Coincident : 
T "re the Vindicaror of P. L. H. does, I pre- 
ſume , j.ſtly reje& this Abridgment, as of lit- 
tle- Value and very ſlender Authoriry, We bave in- 
deed a. ſhort Abſlra# os Index of the Biſhop's Jour- 
nal in 1586, and 1588. But the Seſſions in 
tbe abſlrat are not ſo clearly taken, mom. This Ab- 


Convoeat ion, muſt 


at . 


{trat therefore is no» clear Antl vit «Oc. Cp. 14 
C. 3.) Till 1 fee the AbFtratt ic ſelf, how can 3 
judge which ot theſe ewo oppoſite -Charatters do» 
beſt become ir? I would only defire You upon 
this and the like Occaſions, not to believe Common 
Fame, That Dr. Atterbury was the Author- of theſe 
three Sheers of P. L. H. becauſe in this and many 
other inſtances -of Opinion and Fa@, this Author 
G&flcrs from Dr. A. moſt entirely. Don't you cre. 
dit re Report, that Dr A. himſelf has often own'd 
ir, and never ance difclaim'd ir. And never be 
perſuaded, rhat a Second Edition of the Power of 
the Lower Houſe to Adjourn it ſelf ,, ; fhall come on 
with the Name of Francis Atterbury, D. D. in the 
Front of Its 

XXII. As to the Convocation in 1640, that Sate 

on, and was commiſſiin'd to A after the Parliamen; 
was diſ}hvd. Was' this reputed an legal Thing ? 
Was the Parliament of this-Opinion which met next 
aſter? Is it probable, that the Parliament of 1650 
were of the ſame Mind ? - Or, Was it only the Con- 
vocation looſen'd from the Parliament, and fo brougly 
nearer to 4 Da Provincial Synod ? Dr. Atterbu- 
ry was dlearly for its m_ Arbitrary Stretch 
of Prerogative. . He ſays, Parliament that next 
met, woted the Canons Illegal AP on this Head, 
---- I will not ſay, the Parliament of x660 were cer- 
tainly of the ſame mind, though ir is 
were; and that this was one, if nor the chi 
ſon, why they excepred thoſe Canons from a Par- 
iamentary Confirmation , (Fc. (Rights, Powers, &c. 
p. 66, 67.) And yet the Author of the P. LE. 
makes no ſuch Cenfſure of Illegaliry ;. bur calls it 
only an extraordinary Continuance of the Aſſembly , — 
when the whole Body of the Convocation looſen it 
ſelf from the Parliament , --— which brought them near 
to the Methods of pure Provincial Synods, &c. (p. 14 
C.. > : 

XX[II. As to that Convocation meeting after the 
Parli:ment was diffolv'd. The P.L H. is fatisfy'd that 
the Convocation did meet on. May 6. the after 
the diflolution of the Parliament May $. The fiſt - 
ticular in Heylin's account, that the Biſhops and Clergy 
met on Wedneſday May 6. is T ſuppoſe true , being ex- 
preſly confirm'd by FULLER, and agreeable to the 
Praftice of Convocation. (p- 14. C. 2. ) But then the 
Arpendix to the Narrative &; this to be falſe: 
does ſupp»ſe no Sefſica at all on May 6. but aff fer- 
noon Meering on May 5. after the Parltamen - 


that Morning diffolv'd, at which-time the b 
adjourn'd to May grh. and the Lower Houſe to May vt. 
(Append. p, xxi.) 

XXIV. As fo the Adjournment of the Lower Huuſe m 
May 8. 1640. The Author of P, L. H. makes 10 
doubt, bur they declin'd the Biſhops Day, May 9th 
and leapt aver it to May 13. And if the Rightdf 
ſo refuſing the Biſhops day was ever queſtion'd, it was 
plainly carried on the Clergy's ſide. (P. 12: 2+) — 
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the Publiſter of the Narrative, He denys the pre- 
tence of any ſuch rhing * He ſays, We diſwn any 

etence of juch a Power (i, e, ot adjourning beyond 
the Biſhop's day) and as for that one Precedent (i. e, 
this of adjourning May. 8. over May gth. to May 13. 
by which ytis ſaid. we pretend to warrant it, 1 could 
eaſily 24 the Inſufficiency of it, if it "were needful. 
( Pref. p- 13. ) 

XXYV, As to what was done upon this May. 13. 1640. 
There were ſome Att read concerning the Privi- 
leges of the Houſe. But what did theſe Privileges 
x to? to the Lower Houſe adjourning ſeparately 
from the Biſhops? Or.t> che whole Convocarion Sit- 
ring ſeparately from the Parliament ? The Author of 
F. L. H. ſays, It was about the Privilege of ſeparare 
Adjournments, for which the Clergy ſeem to have 
been this day queſtion'd, and to have carry'd the diſpute 
on their fide. (p- 12. c. 2.) Bur the Appendix to the 
Narrative is confident that theſe As about Privi- 
leges were clearly upon another marrer, abour the 
Convocation Sitting after rhe Parliament, in which the 
Members of the Lower Houſe were nof Alt of 'em fully 
ſatisfy'd, and for this Reaſon ſuch As of the Lower 
Houje as related to their Privileges were this day read. 
( Append. p. xxii. ) 

XXVI. As to the Power of the- Prolocutor in formenly 
adminiſtring Oaths, He -is ſometimes found to have 
adminiſtred Oaths in the Lower Houſe : bur the Que- 
ſtion is, whether He did this in Right of his Office ? Or 
whether He did it by Commiſſion fFomthe Archbiſhop? 
The Vindicator of P. L. H. goes this latter way, 
and In 1586. the Prolocutor was put into hs 
ery 

or 


| Commiſſion for Proroguing the Upper Houſe ; 
ſuppoſe ta 1 him ”y 3» Oaths , as 
| He did at t ral of an Eleftion that day below; 


{ ps 7. Cc. 2.) But the Narrative afferts it ro be an inhe- 
rent Power in the Prolocutor without any Delegation 
fromthe Archbiſhop. The Prolocutor is ſaid ro Admini. 
ſer an Oath not by the Archbiſhoy's Mandate, —but 
we are-well afſur'd, He bas power to do it by wirtue-of 
dis Office. C Narrat. p. 34- Pray reſolve Me, if any 
controverted EleQtion thall be tried in the Lower 
Houſe this next Convocation, ſhall the Prolocutor 
examine the Witneſſes upon Oath? And if He do, 
muſt he rake a Commiſſion for it from the Archbiſhop? 
Or may he do it by virtue of his Office, and the in- 
herent Rights of his Chair? 

 XNXVII. As to the Adjpurnments' of each Houſe 
rt to the ſame Time, *Tis well known, the Ccn- 
ation . Seſhons of Upper. and Lower. Houſe 


(nn) 


FINTIS. 


of Convocation have been concurrent or coincident 
with ohe Another. But the Queſtion is, were ſuciz 
concurrent Seſſions Srared and Neceffary ? Or were- 
they Aybitrary and Accidental? The Aſſerrey of- 
P.L. H. d firſt queſtion the very Suppofirion.. 
It can never be made out that the Prorogations in both> 
MKmſes ware alway concurrent—bur then Re ſuppoſeruhe- 
Prorogations of each Houſe have been ALMOST AL-- 
WATS to the ſame time--—yet this by Chance or- 
Confederaey—--- Might not two Bodies-——agree #06 mabe 

their Adjmrnments coincident for mutual comveniency 2 
&c. (Cp. rg. c. 2) And yerthe Publiſher of the Nar-- 
rative ſays,. This was not far Conveniency bur. for 

Neceſfity. Who ſays they fell by chance upon. the ſame 

day ? The Adjournment of the » Houſe is akway now - 
tified to the Lower, or. elje how We indeed meet” 
their Lordſhips at . their own which we own Our 
ſelves OBLIG'D todo. (Pref. P. xix. 

XXVIII. As to thee different Sentiments of.” Some 
Members in Each Houſe, "Tis certain, the _— 
were not perfealy Unanimons in either Houſe 

ourlaſt Convocation. There was in the Upper Houſe a 
Majority of Biſhops for their M and in- 


the Lower __ large Majority againſt Him. Now the - 


xeſtion jortty imply a Aight - 
Side? Or whether a Few Members diflenting from of 
the Reſt may nor for all that be Men Eminently Wiſe - 
and Good? The Publiſher thinks any diſtinguiſhing Che - 
racer given to the Minor Party is in 9 ion to theiv 

Brethren the Maprity, and therefore a diſtinfti- - 
on' ſhould by no means be apply'd to the 


they have all along, (i. e. at leaſt three rimes of ' 
rwenty,_) in this Diſpate, diſſented from the- Majork - 
rity 4 their Houſe , Prelates of great Experience in « 
Church Aﬀairs , and ſuch as have fit longer in #heir © 
Sees than almoſt any of their Order, (Cp. 23. c: 2. + 
I rather defire, it may be he decent ro com--- 
mend a Lefs Numberdiflenting a much Great-- 
er; for fear the time may come, when by ſome - 
Accident or other, . the Members of the Lower Houſe - 
oppoſing the Archbiſhop and Biſhops, may come - 
to be much che Smaller Number. And then; SIR, 
as You and I would have the courage to. be of that - 
weaker Side, ſo we would have the comfort to be - 
thought Men eminent for Learning, Piety and. Wiſdoms. 
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